3/17/90 


Bear Col, 

J-here is quite an untold story in Kosenko , somewhat indicated in the enclosed 
memo on him. Some of the records not so identified in the DJ appeals also relate to him. 
There never really w-.s a jff question of his bona fides. That was a CIA device to talk the 
Warren Commission out of hearing what he had to say. (It was reasonably confident tliat 
the Members of the Commission did not have tine to read the many reports with which they 
wer « flooded and w«T/*estricted, pretty much, to what the staff called to their attention. 

So it took the two staffers over and it never had to worry about Rankin.) As an example 
of the ppoof positive that Kosenko was a genuine defector, he located about 50 bugs in 
the US embassy builuing, including the one built into the great seal that Stevenson 
waved around in the UN. That most assuredly is not "throw away" information, the spook 
description of t/»e valueless, what the other spookery would give as significant when it 
Has not. 1 have a bit on Kosenko in the last few pages of text in Post mortem. Because 
put the book together myself, in effect, did what is done in printing before the presses, 
I knew how much space I had and used it fully. 

i did this with all the books 1 published myself, i knew that I would not be turning 
out works of beauty so 1 made no false pretenses and instead jammed every page full, with 

the possible exception of the first book, which I did not make up. a friend of Arab an- 

cestry did and tqught me how. Vhat ordinarily is a printer's no— no became an attraction 
to most ol those 'who got the books. Particularly with the earlier ones, in which I used 
tliat space for facsimiles of documents the reader otherwise would never have seen. They 
ljiced it and told me so. 

By normal standards those pages on Kosenko in Pest mortem had no business there. 

But it then waSthe only book that had any information of him and if any has since 
I [am not aware of it. "plus I at least served history by departing from the norm. 

I did not hose control of myself in writing' Huff about his lying and it was not 
without realising what T was doing tlxat I used that word repeatedly. And it is not only 
iri the spirit tliat a rose is a rose so call it a rose tliat - did it. I know that most 
people don t like: at and that in official proceedings it is not a word tliat is used. But 

I did want to make a point to him very strongly, that although the probabilities are 

tliat nobody will be interested, I have made a record of the kind of person and the kind 
of official M is and it is a record tliat might be used. 

I have no present reason to believe that either the House or tljie Senate will have 
any interest and the use of the word will not be liked there. But if there is afceal 
hassle, as in any POIA hearings, and if that is used, and if he has not made aAy adequate 
response, that can be pointed out to him. lie can be asked how often he is called a liar, 
with a reasonable case for it made out, and ho is silent. 

I did send Sarbanes a copy, with some misgivings. I have a copy I may send Edwards. 

Sarbanes told me that the House is considering HR 50, a bill to amend POIa in 
connection of abridgin g' firs tCamendment rights. Edwards did not tell me that. If it goes 
to the Senate, Sarbanes am. is on the appropriate committee. Judiciary. It has the FOIA 
subcommittee. 


How much-if indeed any - of this may be in official minds one cannot know and 
should assume none. But who knows? Maybe there can be a chance of usefulness. 

If you did not know, once the CIA did not lp.ll Kosenko, and they did consider the 
ways in which they could, and they had to conclude that he was for real, they gave him a 
decent cash settlement and have used him as a consultant, at a fine annual salary, as of 
the last word I heard, some years ago, he was still working for CIA. And nothing happened 
tia those who planned to kill him or those who held him prisoner illegally for three years, 
under conditions so bad they can't be believed. Best, 




